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ArLLreEp SHIPMENT: On or about June 20, 1944, from the State of Arizona
into the State of California, . . .

Narurm or CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (d), stramonium had been.sub-
stituted in whole or in part for malva leaves, which the article purported
and was represented to be.

DisposiTioN: May 28, 1946, A plea of guilty having been enteré‘d, the court
imposed a fine of $100. _ R

1920. Misbranding of aminophyllin and phenobarbital tablets. U. S v. 3 Bottles
of Aminophyllin and Phenobarbital Tablets. Default deeree of con-
demnation and destruction. (F. D. C, No. 19670. Sample No. 8681-H.)

Lieer Freep: April 15, 1946, Southern District of New York. :

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about January 10, 1946, by the Purity Drug Co., Inc.,
from Passaic, N. J.

Propucr: 3 bottles containing approximately 33,000 aminophyllin and pheno-
barbital tablets at New York, N. Y. Analysis showed that the product con-
tained not more than 83.5 percent of the labeled amount of phenobarbital. . The
product was labeled as containing 14 grain of phenobarbital.

NatUurm oF CHARGH: Adulteration, Section 501 (c), the strength of the article
differed from that which it was represented to possess. :
Misbranding, Section 502 (d), the label of the article failed to bear a
statement of the quantity or proportion of phenobarbital since the statement
“Phenobarbital 14 grain” was incorrect. -
DisposiTioNn: May 8, 1946. No claimant having appeared, judgment of con-
demnation was entered and the product was ordered destroyed. :

1921. Adulteration and misbranding' of Synthomenthol Crystals. U. S. v. 4 Cans
of Synthomenthol Crystals. Consent decree of condemnation. Product
ordered released under bond. (. D. C. No. 19729. Sample No. .84774-H.)

Liser Finep: April 29, 1946, District of Puerto Rico. .

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about August 4, 1945, by the Republic Chemical
. Corporation, from New York, N. Y. '

PropucT: 4 cans of Synthomenthol COrystals at Ponce, P. R. Examination
showed that the article was an aromatic, synthetic compound known chemi-
cally as 1-methyl-3-dimethyl-cyclohexanol-5, and not menthol U. 8. P, synthetic,
as invoiced.

LaABer, 1N Parr: “Synthomenthol Crystals ‘Pure-AA’ Net Weight 6 pounds
Bendix Chemical Corporation New York 17, N. Y.

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (d) (2), a substance, 1-methyl-
3-dimethyl-cyclohexanol-5, had been substituted for menthol U. S. P. syn-
thetie, :

Misbranding, Section 502 (a), the label designation, “Synthomenthol Crys-
tals,” was misleading as applied to the article, which was not synthetic menthol.

DisposiTioN: June .25, 1946. Gonzalez and Co., Ponce, P. R., claimant, having
consented to the entry of a decree, judgment of condemnation was entered and
the product was ordered released under bond for relabeling under the super-
vision of the Federal Security Agency. :

1922. Adulteration and mishranding of Yernoz. U. S. v. 40 Bottles of Iernoz.
?éesc;;eFo)t condemnation and destruction. (F. D. C. No. 14487. Sample No.

LiBeL F1LED: On or about December 22, 1944, District of Kansas.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about April 18, 1944, by the Albert, Laboratories,
Ine, from Chieago, I11. ’

Propucr: 40 1-ounce bottles of Ternoz at Wichita, Kans. -Examination showed -
that the product consisted essentially of water, material extracted from ber-
beris, and small amounts of mercury compounds.

NATURE oF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (¢), the strength of the article
differed from, and its quality fell below, that which it purported and was
represented to possess, i. e., “A mild germicide.”

Misbranding, Section 502 (a), the labeling was false and misleading since
the article was not a mild germicide, and it would not be efficacious in the
treatment -and alleviation of congestion or benign inflammation of the eyes,
ears, or nose, conditions for which it was recommended in the labeling.
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DIsPOSITION : March 26, 1945. The Albert Laboratories, Inc., having withdrawn
its claim, judgment of condemnation was entered and the product was ordered
destroyed.

1923, Adulteration and misbranding of camphorated oil and misbranding of Nux,
Iron and Yeast. U. S. v. 6 Dozen Bottles of Camphorated 0il and 7 Dozen
Bottles of Nux, Iron and Yeast. Default decree of condemnation and
destruction. (F. D. C. No6. 19419. Sample Nos. 352563-H, 356259-H.)

Liser FILep: March 11, 1946, Western District of Arkansas.

ALLEGED SHIPMENT: Between September 1 and December 31, 1945, by the Dia-
mond C Products Co., from Oklahoma City, Okla.

Probucr: 6 dozen bottles of camphorated oil and 7 dozen bottles of Nuz, Iron
and Yeast at E1 Dorado, Ark,

Examination disclosed that the camphorated oil consisted essent1ally of
camphor, cottonseed oil, and approximately 37 percent of a volatile oil other
than camphor. The Nua:, Iron and Yeast consisted essentially of yeast, tale,
calcium and sodium glycerophosphates, and extracts of plant drugs, including
a stryclinine-bearing drug and a laxative drug, and it did not contain more
than a minute amount of iron.

NATURE OF CHARGE: COamphorated oil. Adulteration, Section 501 (d) (2), a
product containing approximately .37 percent of a volatile oil other than
camphor had been substituted for camphorated oil U. 8. P. Misbranding,
Section 502 (a), the label statements, “Camphorated Oil USP * * * rheu-
matism, sprains, chest .colds and other acute inflammation,” were false and
m1slead1ng since they represented and suggested that the article would be
effective in the treatment of rheumatism, sprains, chest colds, and other acute
inflammation, whereas 1t would not be effective in the treatment of those
conditions.

Nuz, Iron and Yeast. Misbranding, Section 502 (a), the label statements,
“Nux, Iron And Yeast * * * Old Reliable Iron Tonic for weak, nervous and
run down condition,” were false and misleading since the article did not con-
tain a significant amount of iron and it would not be effective for a wealk,
nervous, and run-down condition; and, Section 502 (e), the label failed to bear
a statement of the quantity or proportion of strychnine contained in the article.

DisposSITION : May 10, 1946. No claimant having appeared, judgment of con-
’ demnation was entered and the products were ordered destroyed.

1924. Adulteration and misbranding of absorbent cotton. U. S. v. American
White Cross Laboratories. Plea of guilty. Fimne, $1,200. (F. D. C. No.
16580. Sample Nos. 87521-F, 18930-H.)

INFORMATION FILED: February 18, 1946, Hastern District of Missouri, against
the American White Cross Laboratories, a corporation, Cape Girardeau, Mo.
‘ALLEGED SHIPMENT: On or about October 30, 1943, and January 12, 1945, from

the State of Missouri into the State of Minnesota.

LABEL, IN PART: “Green Cross Surgical Cotton U. S P, * * * Distributed
By Butler Brothers Chicago, IlL,” or “U. S. P. * Physicians And - Surgeons
"Absorbent Cotton * * * D1str1buted By Valentine Laboratories, Inc. Chi-
cago, Illinois.” ‘

NATURE OF CHARGE: Adulteration, Section 501 (b), the quality and purity of
the article fell below the standard for absorbent cotton set forth in the United
States Pharmacopoeia since it did not conform to the requirements of the test
for sterility of solids set forth in the Pharmacopoeia but was contaminated
with viable micro-organisms; and its difference in quality and purity from the
official standard was not plainly stated, or stated at all, on its label, =

Misbranding, Section 502 (a), the following label statements were false and
misleading since they represented and suggested that the article was sterile,
whereas. it was contaminated with viable micro-organisms: “Absorbent Cot-
ton U. S. P.,” “Sterilized Before & After Packaging * * * Sterility Guar-
anteed Only if Package has not been Previously Opened or Damaged,” or
“U. S. P. Physicians and Surgeons Absorbent Cotton Sterilized after Packag-
ing * * * Surgical Quality Hospital Quality * * * Manufactured and
Packed under * * * sanitary conditions. Sterilized after packaging.”

DrsposrTioN: April 16, 1946. A plea of guilty having been entered, the court
imposed a fine of $300 on each of the 4 counts of the information.



